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and, that the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 1871.

With warm regards,
ROBIN H. CARLE,

Clerk, U.S. House of Representatives.

f

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair desires to announce that pursu-
ant to clause 4 of rule I, the Speaker
signed the following enrolled bill on
Thursday, June 12, 1997:

H.R. 1871. An act making emergency sup-
plemental appropriations for recovery from
natural disasters, and for overseas peace-
keeping efforts, including those in Bosnia,
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 1997,
and for other purposes.

f

ANNOUNCEMENT OF OFFICIAL OB-
JECTORS FOR PRIVATE CAL-
ENDAR, 105TH CONGRESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair desires to announce that the offi-
cial objectors for the Private Calendar
for the 105th Congress are as follows:

For the majority: Messrs. SENSEN-
BRENNER, Wisconsin; COBLE, North
Carolina; and GOODLATTE, Virginia.

For the minority: Mr. BOUCHER, Vir-
ginia, and Ms. DELAURO, Connecticut.
f

SPECIAL ORDERS

POLITICS AS USUAL BAD POLICY
FOR FLOOD VICTIMS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 1997, the gentleman from Flor-
ida [Mr. SCARBOROUGH] is recognized
for 60 minutes as the designee of the
majority leader.

Mr. SCARBOROUGH. Mr. Speaker,
this past weekend and over the past 3
or 4 weeks we have been hearing a lot
on television about flood relief and the
politization of that process, and we
have been hearing about how flood vic-
tims got caught in the middle of a po-
litical gambit and they have actually
been upset and injured by politics as
usual in Washington, DC.

Mr. Speaker, I wanted to come to the
floor today because I have been looking
through some newspapers across the
country to see what they were doing
outside the beltway and I wanted to
check into some of the charges that ac-
tually what happened on this flood re-
lief bill actually did affect flood vic-
tims, because we get in Washington
and one hears different things.

In fact, I heard the Vice President
last week go before a press conference
and say the following, and this is from
the Philadelphia Inquirer dated last
week: Vice President GORE accused the
Republicans of issuing an ultimatum.
Quote: ‘‘They are saying to the Amer-
ican people, we want to make it clear
that we will hurt you unless these pro-
visions are accepted.’’

The charge is almost frantic, that ac-
tually there were people in this Cham-

ber that wanted to hurt Americans if
they did not go along with their own
political agenda. It reminded me of
some of the things that I heard in the
past when the President and Vice
President would come out to the press
conference when we were trying to bal-
ance the budget and try to hide behind
Medicare and try to scare senior citi-
zens and talk about how we wanted to
slash Medicare, when in fact we were
trying to save Medicare and were put-
ting out a proposal very similar to
what the President was putting out.

There is this tactic that they always
seem to use. Every time you start to
nail them down and try to force them
to be physically responsible, they
would say, oh, you are trying to hurt
old people, you are trying to hurt sen-
ior citizens, you are trying to hurt
young children, you are trying to hurt
flood victims. So it was sort of these
scare tactics to try to stop us from
doing what needed to be done.

During the flood relief bill, what
some Members wanted to do was actu-
ally put in a provision that would pre-
vent the Federal Government from
ever shutting down again. But when
this was attempted, the President, the
Vice President, and many Members in
this Chamber got out there saying, oh,
you are hurting the flood victims, you
are hurting the flood victims. I have to
tell my colleagues as an American sit-
ting out there on the couch watching
TV, one would look at it and say, gee,
how could anybody want to hurt the
flood victims like that.

Then, as is the case usually in Wash-
ington, DC, you peel away a layer of
rhetoric, you peel away another layer
of demagoguery and one gets down to
the facts, and the facts look quite dif-
ferent from what politicians inside
Washington, DC, are telling us.

This is what the Philadelphia In-
quirer wrote on Thursday, June 12.
They quoted a political scientist from
Carleton College in Minnesota, one of
the affected areas, and his name is Ste-
ven Scheer and he is a political sci-
entist. He said the following: ‘‘Federal
money is already flowing into the
flood-damaged areas, so this is not
going to affect things for a while,’’ said
this Minnesota political scientist. Yet,
the Democrats indicate that people are
drowning and starving as a result of
this. It is not true.

Let me say that again. It is not true.
A political scientist who lives in Min-
nesota who studies politics and, more
important, understands the pain and
the suffering and the misery that the
men and the women of the Midwest
have been putting up with for so long
says firsthand, ‘‘the Federal money is
already here.’’

If anybody said what happened in
Washington over the past week or two
did anything to directly hurt people in
the Midwest, then according to this po-
litical scientist quoted by the Philadel-
phia Inquirer, it is not true. Federal
money is already flowing, so this is not
going to affect things for a while. Yet

the Democrats indicate that people are
drowning and starving as a result of
this. It is not true.

So one sits there and one asks one-
self, if it is not true, according to this
political scientist in Minnesota and
others who understand the process,
why would the Vice President of the
United States come out and say that it
was true that somehow what happened
in Washington last week was going to
hurt people in the Midwest, or why
would the President make the same in-
ferences, why would people on this
floor storm up to the microphone day
after day after day after day and say
something that clearly did not reflect
reality?

Well, I guess unfortunately for too
many in this Chamber it is politics as
usual. If one cannot win by using the
facts, then try to win by kind of shift-
ing the facts around. Try to scare peo-
ple. If one does not want people to sit
down and know the real story, then
kind of shuffle the deck a little bit and
deal from the bottom of the deck once
in a while and maybe one can confuse
people enough. I mean maybe that is
what they think. It is very unfortu-
nate. But the reality is that flood
money was sent to the Midwest and in
fact has been fully funded for some
time and will be fully funded for some
time. But again, Democrats used this
as a political attack last week for pure-
ly political purposes, and it is unfortu-
nate.

So when the Vice President says ‘‘We
want to make it clear that we will hurt
you unless these provisions are accept-
ed,’’ it does not match up with reality.
I can say as a Member from the State
of Florida, which seems, unfortunately,
seems to have a hurricane about two or
three times a year, in my district espe-
cially—2 years ago we had two hurri-
canes in 1 month’s time period—I un-
derstand firsthand about devastation. I
understand about how in one day’s
time, a family’s existence, a family’s
home, their property, their life, can be
blown away with the wind, blown away
by a flood.

So the last thing that I am going to
want to do, the last thing that anybody
here is going to want to do is to do
anything to hurt flood victims. Again,
we did not do that, but we have people
coming up here and demagoguing on
the issue to try to scare them. I think
it is really unfortunate.

Again, that is what happened last
year when we were talking about Medi-
care, when we were trying to save Med-
icare for senior citizens and keep it sol-
vent. We had so many people coming
down here and saying, oh, they are try-
ing to cut Medicare, trying to do this,
trying to do that, again, all for politi-
cal points.

I can tell my colleagues, as somebody
who is relatively new to this Chamber,
it gets awfully frustrating that we find
that too many times debate in this
great Chamber, which is really the cen-
ter of freedom around the world, is re-
solved to name-calling and
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